4/11/70 


Deer Howard (cc Dick), 


If I heve forgotten to background you, tae Skolnick ault Is exalted 
by celling it e fe'-ce. It ie a miebroaeh of thievery, ego, egregious error, the wildest 
imaginings, and e new pinnacle In legal incompetence. I reBlly cannot do it 
justice. However, beceuse it is a suit the unceremonious defeat of which would 
result in nationwide Headlines to the effect there is no suppression, it nes taken 
more time tnsn I’d like to nave spent on it. Aside from that, it is stolen from COUP. 

I do not recall whether I had posted t* two of you. 

iour neiling of tae 9th, containing two welcome clippings 1 Haven’t tied 
a cusnce to read yet, your letter of the 3rd and tae daft of the 7th arrived today. 
t l et ter mile my wife wee grocery shopping. Rather tacn objecting to it 

1 tnink it is an excellent idea and very well done. Before getting into tact, in 
tae letter you speculate on the possibility of e wound through the bend. I consider 
this too improbable and requiring on enormous number of people to be conscious lir rs 
where they have no excuses or worse, parts of n conspiracy of silence end to hide. 

Kleindienst is melting me more interested in KLeindienst with everything 
he does, ea c h new step beiing tbst more fascistic. I wo not suggest h* i £ politically 
isolated in the edminietretien, or en excei tion. 

, T , Dot tod tiB8 t0 reai tbe dippings, but will before going to bed 

H aye f y £l ed ior.fny lengthy story on the brown matter). I'm not going to' reread 
the Fisher drei.t. I mode e few notes on it ce I reed it end I’ll use them only. 




, leat Why not reise question of parsonsl end professional 

r concern for the gc~d nemes 


itegrity and, if vou ac not tuink it too emotional, props x- concern ior tne gc-c nemi 
os taelr families and descendent8? I an serious ebout this. By now they nave to know 
enough to be worried, aad decent men would give exactly these considerations the 
deepest, thought. I neve from time to time made such suggestions and I have no reason 
e ~ ve Le ^ sre alV8 y s unfelt# I think e reference to the cherecrer, rsture end 
magnitude of t .e responsibilities taey essumsd wculd not be cut. of rlace here. 

P2,#3, next to last line, proceed •’source*’ with ’’one" of "single". Next 
gre-h, line 4, 1st word, ratter than both, why not "either"? Next graph, fragments 
* ?!*’ 8 } ren & then Peking not only that they explain this to you in the context 
2 f + ^+ b ^ eiC . C ?u Cl ’ Si ° nS . ° f ths W8rren ri eport, Thicb they presumeably read whether or 
not Cited ani .ben ask why they didn’t undertake to explain this fact that in itself 
“ 3estruc+iv? ' ofnthe Report tLey in silence have permitted thsir report to 

" conflrra * graph, why not delete last sentence. Why *o i: to your -reseat 

t^..ief tuexre was a smeller calibre, which is but one of the possibilities. 

.. P ^' en ? lst graph, way not include completeness in what should have been 

Whv ?•? 3Uch .® ra P° I " t • K ext graph, where you joke about being born veeterdoy, 

why not really needle him by seying it was , in parens, 18 whole years eg^? And 
aba^/fwm 8 ^^ bout the structure, why not chide him for not mentioning this ie 
e sent from -OOy of tm Commieeion evidence, testimony and Femrt but h fails to 
U l S er ° 3s omission, then ask way ne failed to suggest possibilities. 

- 1 .1 f rsther than saying you heve every intention of publishing, I’d -efer 

Instead to toe feet tnet in your book you will have to record it as it is, that you 
L?f® P f 0?8 f 1 f^ lrlQa ot those wtj o undertook e public responsibility of araat and 
historic signifiesnee, one Involving the integrity of society and government, and 
they have eveded, refused to answer and played childish games wj th words. If this is 
the record they want recodded, that is whet you will do. Best reegrds, KW 


